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DETAILED ACTION 
Election/Restrictions 

1 . Applicant's election without traverse of group I (claims 1-15) in the reply filed on March 
10, 2005 is acknowledged. 

Claims 16-20 are cancels. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of appli cation for patent in the United States. 

3. Claims 1-3, 5-12, 14-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Schwartz et al (US Patent No. 5,999,703). 

Concerning claim 1, Schwartz et al discloses a method comprising generating dynamic 
control values (parameters entered from a control panel in Fig. 2) from dynamically selected 
colors using an existing characterization for a device (base profile 1 in Fig. 1); (S4-S14, Fig.l; 
col. 3, line 54 - col. 4, line 1 1); and producing a characterization target for the device (new 
profile 7 in Fig.l) having color regions corresponding to the dynamic control values (SI 6, Fig. 1; 
col. 4., lines 11-21; col. 6, line 1 - col. 7, line 2). 

Concerning claims 2-3, 5-8, Schwartz et al further teaches the steps of combining 
predetermined fixed control values for the device with the dynamic control values and producing 
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the characterization target from the dynamic control values and the predetermined fixed control 
values (S8-S14, Fig.l; col. 4, line 49 - col. 5, line 67), (claim 2)\ providing dynamic colorimetric 
values for the dynamically selected colors, and determining the dynamic control values for the 
colorimetric colors using the existing characterization (col. 4, lines 1 1-65), (claim 3); providing 
the color regions in a topology having one of verification and device behavior characteristics 
(col. 4, line 64 - col. 5, line 22), (claim 5); the existing output device characterization is an ICC 
profile (col. 3, lines 54-56), (claim 6); the existing output device characterization is a 
characterization for a similar device or for a group of similar devices to which the device belongs 
(col. 3, lines 56-61), (claims 7-8). 

Concerning claim 9, Schwartz et al discloses a method (Fig. 1 ) as discussed in claim 1 and 
further comprising the steps of choosing a set of important colors (S6); obtaining a set of 
colorimetric values corresponding to the important colors (S8); generating a set of dynamic 
control values by converting the colorimetric values to the device control values using the 
existing characterization (S4-S14, Fig. 1 ; col. 3, line 60 - col. 3, line 64). 

Concerning claims 11-12, Schwartz et al further teaches that the characterization target 
contains patches corresponding to a set of fixed control values (col. 4, lines 22-43), (claim 1 1); 
producing predetermined sample control values for the device that uniformly sample a device 
color space (col. 4, line 49 - col. 5, line 5), generating dynamic control values from dynamically 
selected colors using an existing characterization for a device (S10-S14), combining the 
predetermined control values for the device with the dynamic control values (S 16), and 
producing a characterization target for the device having color regions corresponding to the 
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dynamic control values and the predetermined control values (new profile 7, Fig.l), (col. 3, line 
60 - col. 4, line 21), (claim 12). 

Concerning claims 14, Schwartz et al discloses an apparatus comprising a source for a 
characterization for a device (1, Fig 1); a computer obtaining predetermined fixed uniform 
sample control values for the device (S6, Fig. 1; col. 3, lines 54-67; col. 4, lines 22-43), 
producing dynamic control values from dynamically selected colors using an existing 
characterization for a device (base profile 1 in Fig. 1); (S4-S14, Fig.l; col. 3, line 54 - col. 4, line 
11); and producing a characterization target for the device (new profile 7 in Fig. 1) having color 
regions corresponding to the dynamic control values and the predetermined fixed uniform 
sample control values (S16, Fig.l; col. 4., lines 1 1-21; col. 6, line 1 - col. 7, line 2). 

Concerning claim 15, Schwartz et al discloses a computer readable storage controlling a 
computer by performing the steps discussed in claim 14 above (col. 3, lines 46-53). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 4 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Schwartz 
et al (US Patent No. 5,999,703). 

Concerning claim 4, Schwartz et al further teaches the steps of determining relative 
colorimetric values from the dynamic colorimetric values using a set of neutral colors going from 
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white to black, and determining the dynamic control values for the relative colorimetric values 
using a profile transform of the existing characterization (col. 4, lines 49-64). 

Schwartz et al does not directly teach the use of a white point of the existing 
characterization for determining relative colorimetric values. However, Schwartz et al teaches 
the use of a set of neutral colors going from white to black. The set also includes the white point 
since one of the neutral colors is white. It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at 
the time the invention was made to consider Schwartz et al indirectly teaches the step of 
determining relative colorimetric values using a white point of the existing characterization since 
the set of neutral colors is defined on the neutral axis which is the line in color space where 
colors are neutral ranging from white to black colors (col. 4, lines 56-61). 

Concerning claim 13, Schwartz et al discloses a method as discussed in claims 5, 9 and 
12 above. Schwartz et al further teaches the steps of determining relative colorimetric values 
from the dynamic colorimetric values using a set of neutral colors going from white to black, and 
determining the dynamic control values for the relative colorimetric values using a profile 
transform of the existing characterization (col. 4, lines 49-64). 

Schwartz et al does not directly teach the use of a white point of the existing 
characterization for determining relative colorimetric values. However, Schwartz et al teaches 
the use of a set of neutral colors going from white to black. The set also includes the white point 
since one of the neutral colors is white. It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at 
the time the invention was made to consider Schwartz et al indirectly teaches the step of 
determining relative colorimetric values using a white point of the existing characterization since 
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the set of neutral colors is defined on the neutral axis which is the line in color space where 
colors are neutral ranging from white to black colors (col 4, lines 56-61). 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

a. Murakami (US 2004/0001208) discloses a method of reproducing colors in a 
recorded material wherein a profile creation tool is sent from a printing side to a 
customer, and a profile of a device for forming the image at the customer is created by 
using the profile creation tool. 

b. Edge et al (US 2004/01 19993) discloses a color profiling using gray backing 
material. 

c. Adam et al (US 2004/0130739) teaches a scanner and printer profiling system 
where highly accurate device independent printer profiles are generated. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Madeleine AV Nguyen whose telephone number is 571 272- 
7466. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday, Tuesday, Thursday 9:30-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kimberly A. Williams can be reached on 571 272-7471. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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